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Response to Applicants Arguments/Amendments 

Applicants arguments/amendments filed on 5/27/2009 have been entered and made of 
record 

Applicants arguments with respect to the rejections under 35 U.S.C. 112 first and 
second paragraph have been fully considered but are not persuasive. As explained in 
the interview the elements cited applicant both refer to aspects of the "retrieval unit" 
(see paragraph 47) and have nothing to do with any "second extraction unit" which is 
not recited in the specification. Note even in claim 1 the retrieval unit is described as 
capable of searching either the extracted character stings or the voice index data. In 
fact the "second extraction unit" appears to be no more the attempting to claim function 
of the retrieval unit a second time "the retrieval unit retrieving at least one of the meta 
data and the voice index data that include the input keyword". The cited features show 
exactly this retrieval based on either extracted data or voice index data. Note the 
elements 12 and 14 not found in areas of the specification describing the extraction unit 
of which there is only one. 

Applicants arguments with respect to the rejections based on prior art have been fully 
considered but are not persuasive. Applicants arguments are difficult to address since 
there is no "second extraction" merely multiple ways options for searching in the 
retrieval unit (searching voice index data and searching extracted text from the slide 
images) and applicants arguments have confused this issue. As described in the 
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rejection; Chen discloses retrieval based on the text of the slides, Merill discloses 
retrieval based on the text of the slides and retrieval based on associated voice index 
data, made possible on the same screen by use of a drop down window ( column 10 
lines 30-50 voice transcript, slide transcript see also figure 9). 

Applicants arguments with respect to 35 U.S.C. 101 have been fully considered and the 
examiner has decided to withdraw the rejections. The specifications indicates that the 
apparatus my be implemented by a computer running and therefore meets the 
requirements of 101 . Claim 4 now claims a processor performing a method 



Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. 112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1, 4, 6, and 9-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject 
matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably 
convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application 
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was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. There is no support in the 
specification for "a second extraction", or the element "a first extraction perfomred by 
the first extraction unit and a second extraction performed by the second extraction 
unit..." 

Claim 4 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, because the 
specification, while being enabling for the processor, the specification does not 
reasonably provide enablement for every conceivable processor for performing the 
method. The claim which coverers every conceivable means for achieving the stated 
method is nonenabling for the scope of the claim because the specification disclosed at 
most only those means known to the inventor. 



Claim 1, 4, 6, and 9-11 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. The newly amended potions "a second 

extraction " and "a first extraction performed " make no sense in the context of the 

specification. Applicant seems to be confusing the extraction and retrieval functions of 
the specification the examiner notes that extraction is only described with respect the 
text data. Retrieval matches keyword data to either voice index data, or extracted text 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/661 ,590 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2624 

data to identify and retrieve the data. Furthermore it is not clear what applicant means 
by "a same screen". Art has been applied to the claims to the best extent possible given 
the unclear claims. 

Re claim 4, claim 4 is not an apparatus claim but contains no structural elements 
only method steps. There is nothing in the claim to suggest the structure of the 
proccessor. 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 4, and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent No. 6,249,281 issued to Chen et al. ("Chen") in view of Merril et al US 
6,789,228. 

For claim 1, Chen discloses an input unit that accepts an input keyword (see 
figure 8 keyword search field 820). 

Chen discloses a storage unit that stores static image data which are associated 
with time positions in a video data, the static image data being displayed with the video 
during time positions with which the static image data are associated (see figure 8 the 
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retrieved static image data is displayed as a static image, and the static image data is 
displayed at a given reproduction time position associated with the video data when the 
user selects the static image, such as the beginning of the presentation for example. 
(See also column 5 line 57 through column 6 line 32 and figure 5). 

Chen discloses a video display unit for displaying the retrieved static image data 
as a static image (see figure 8 the retrieved static image data is displayed as a static 
image); and according to user's operation for selecting the displayed static image, 
reproducing and displaying video data as an image from a reproduction time position 
with which the static image data is associated (the video data is displayed at a given 
reproduction time position associated with the static image data when the user selects 
the static image, such as the beginning of the presentation for example. See also figure 
5 and column 5 line 57 through column 6 line 32). 

Chen discloses an extraction unit that extracts a character string contained in 
static image data and a retrieval unit that matches the extracted character string with 
the input keyword to retrieve relevant static image data (see figure 8 the keyword is 
input to the keyword search field 820 and static image data with extracted character 
strings that match the keyword are retrieved). 

Chen does not explicitly disclose extracts a character string contained in static 
image data by at least one of (1 ) extracting text data from the static image data which 
has the text data, and (2) performing character recognition processing on the static 
image data and extracting text data which is a result of the processing. 
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Merril discloses extracts a character string contained in static image data by at 
least one of (1 ) extracting text data from the static image data which has the text data, 
and (2) performing character recognition processing on the static image data and 
extracting text data which is a result of the processing (colum99n6 lines 64-67). A 
second extraction unit that extracts the keyword input by the user from at least one of 
meta-data and voice index data (see figure 9 column 6 lines 64-67 column 7 lines 1-10, 
column 10 lines 30-50) first extraction performed by the first extraction unit and a 
second extraction performed by the second extraction unit being instructed by the use 
on the same screen (column 10 lines 30-50 see also figure 9); the retrieval unit 
retrieving at least one of the meta data and the voice index data that include the input 
word (column 10 lines 30-50). The motivation to combine is to allow searching of voice 
data and text data (see column 10 lines 30-50) Therefore it would have been obvious to 
combine Chen with Merril to reach the aforementioned advantage. 

Re claim 4 Claim 4 is the method perfomed by the system of claim 1 and is 
likewise rejected 

Re claim 6 claims 6 is a computer program corresposing to the method of claim 4 
claim 6 is likewise rejected 



Re claims 9-1 1 these claims depend from claims 1 ,4 and 6 respectively and 
recite, wherein the video display unit displays a time scale including a slidable plug and 
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the users operation for selecting at least one of the displayed relevant static image data 
comprises moving a slidable plug on a displayed time scale to select a slide image that 
is associated with the time position of the video data to be replayed which is disclosed 
by Chen in column 5 lines 40-50. 



Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to SEAN MOTSINGER whose telephone number is 
(571)270-1237. The examiner can normally be reached on 9-5 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bhavesh Mehta can be reached on 571-272-7453. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Bhavesh M Mehta/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2624 



Motsinger 
8/27/2009 



